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As this map demonstrates, other options are 

much less destructive and even less costly to 
build. 

These options do not split a town in half and 
should be studied in place of the Red Line. 

The North Carolina Turnpike Authority has 
already dropped three other options from con-
sideration because of public protests in those 
towns about the potential harm to the commu-
nity. 

As each day goes by, Garner loses millions 
of dollars. 

Garner stands to lose a project worth $9 
million in investments and hundreds of jobs. 

Investors are literally walking away while the 
town stands in limbo, a hostage to a heavy 
handed government agency. 

Further, the proposed route would cut 
across several tributaries flowing into Lake 
Benson, a major source of drinking water for 
Garner. 

Runoff from the road would empty into the 
lake, increasing sedimentation and the risk of 
other pollutants. 

With unemployment in my district at almost 
10%, the federal government should get out of 
the way and let businesses grow. 

It’s disappointing that the Army Corps, at 
the behest of Washington regulators, would 
consider the interests of a few tiny mussels 
ahead of the interests of the people of Garner. 

The Orange Route is the original plan pro-
posed and has been on the map for nearly 
two decades. 

In Garner, millions of dollars in investments 
and thousands of jobs would be lost. 

Twenty-six commercial lots will be de-
stroyed, with a total tax value of over $30 mil-
lion. 

Approximately 510 residential lots in Garner 
representing a tax value of over $106 million 
would be leveled. 

I came to Washington to stop out of control 
spending and waste and remove job-killing 
regulations. It didn’t take long to find examples 
of waste and job-killing regulations right here 
in our district with the continued study of this 
‘‘Red Line.’’ This option must be taken off the 
map so Garner can begin growing again. 

Garner families are fighting for their homes 
and livelihoods, and I stand with them, ready 
to fight until the Red Line is removed from 
consideration. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF CLEVELAND 
FEDERAL EXECUTIVE BOARD’S 
25TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 9, 2011 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of the 25th anniversary of the 
Cleveland Federal Executive Board, and to 
thank all the federal employees in our commu-
nity for their individual and collective dedica-
tion to the public good. 

The community of federal employees in 
Cleveland, Ohio is comprised of more than 
25,000 individuals who contribute their talent 
and expertise daily in an array of roles, includ-
ing park rangers, administrators, accountants, 
clerical employees, attorneys, engineers, mili-
tary personnel, mail carriers, scientists, nurses 
and physicians. 

The professional contributions extended 
daily by federal employees serve as a founda-
tion of support, safety and security throughout 
the community. Every day, the environment is 
protected; the mail is delivered; veterans re-
ceive medical care; our national park is pre-
served; immigrants are guided to citizenship; 
citizens are provided with benefits and pro-
grams; and the universe is studied and ex-
plored thanks to federal employees in North-
east Ohio. 

Mr. Speaker and colleagues, please join me 
in honoring the members of the Cleveland 
Federal Executive Board and the thousands of 
federal employees who live and work within 
the Cleveland community. Their dedication to 
their work continues to preserve, protect and 
strengthen our entire community. 
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UPHOLDING THE FEDERAL GOV-
ERNMENT’S TRUST OBLIGATIONS 
TO NATIVE AMERICANS 

HON. PAUL A. GOSAR 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 9, 2011 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, today I join Con-
gressman DON YOUNG and Congressman DOC 
HASTINGS in supporting H.R. 887. I explain 
separately my reasons for doing so, and spe-
cifically my concerns about a request for attor-
ney’s fees of $227 million. The resolution of 
the litigation in Cobell v Salazar involved 
claims that ultimately amounted to a breach of 
trust by the government to Native Americans. 
The plaintiffs have been denied the use of 
money they were otherwise entitled to, accord-
ing to the settlement. The petition for fees re-
ports that ‘‘government officials have abused 
individual Indian trust beneficiaries’’ for dec-
ades. 

While the mismanagement of the Native 
trust monies is bad enough, a second injury 
cannot be inflicted on these same peoples by 
a fee request that is almost a quarter of a bil-
lion dollars. It shocks the conscience to see 
such a large request. Every dollar paid out in 
legal fees is a dollar the injured Native Ameri-
cans will not have. That being said, I recog-
nize, and appreciate, the work done by Plain-
tiffs’ counsel on behalf of the claimants, and I 
recognize the value of that work and the years 
it took. In this case, the magnitude of the re-
covery cannot be used as a benchmark to de-
termine attorney’s fees. I would prefer to see 
an accounting of the actual attorney’s fees in-
curred, by the hour, to see how that compares 
as a bench mark. But a contingency fee based 
on a resolution that is itself measured in the 
billions is simply avaricious. 

I therefore support this legislation, H.R. 887, 
that limits the fee award to $50 million. Con-
gress has the ultimate power over Indian af-
fairs. It also has the duty to protect Native 
American rights. The Constitution grants to 
Congress the express power to make regula-
tions governing the territory belonging to the 
United States (Art. IV, Sec. 3, Cl. 2). In addi-
tion, the Indian Commerce Clause conveys 
the express power to Congress over Native 
American affairs. This clause provides that 
‘‘Congress shall have the Power . . . to regu-
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes.’’ (Art. I, Sec. 8, Cl. 3). As a result of 

these powers, it is well established that Con-
gress has plenary power over Indian affairs. It 
is up to us, members of Congress, to make 
sure we exercise these supervisory obliga-
tions. 

Finally, there is what is referred to as the 
federal government’s ‘‘trust relationship’’ be-
tween the federal government and the Native 
American tribes. This trust relationship obli-
gates Congress and the federal government to 
protect the well-being of Native Americans, 
peoples who rendered their lands in return for 
this trust. As elaborated by Supreme Court 
Justice John Marshall, the tribes of our coun-
try are considered ‘‘domestic dependant na-
tions’’ whose relationship to the United States 
was like ‘‘that of a ward to his guardian.’’ We, 
the guardians in Congress, must now inter-
vene to protect those under our care, espe-
cially where a fee dispute now creates a con-
flict of interest between the class members 
and their legal counsel. 

That brings us to the Cobell settlement. In 
rectifying the breach of fiduciary duty docu-
mented in Cobell, we cannot allow another 
breach to proceed under our noses. Just as 
the government has a fiduciary duty to the Na-
tive Americans in the first instance in ensuring 
trust monies are not misappropriated, so too 
Congress has plenary power to ensure that 
the Native American class members are not 
gouged in a fee award. I have long advocated 
for sensible legal reform. Excessive attorney’s 
fees in cases like this support this advocacy. 
Though the Cobell litigation was contentious 
and time consuming, no one can tell me, with 
a straight face, that a $50 million dollar fee 
award is not excellent compensation for one 
case. On behalf of the 21 federally recognized 
tribes in Arizona, over 250,000 strong, from 
the Diné in the north, to the Havasupai at the 
bottom of the Grand Canyon, down to the 
Pascua Yaqui Tribe in the south, and on be-
half of those tribes in between and throughout 
the United States, I rise in support of H.R. 
887. 
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TRIBUTE TO DENNIS AND JANICE 
BRINKMAN 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, March 9, 2011 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
pay tribute to Dennis Brinkman, Vietnam War 
veteran and Alpha Gamma Rho brother from 
Iowa State University, and his wife, Janice 
Kay Reeder Brinkman, on the special occa-
sion of their 40th wedding anniversary. This 
special day will take place on March 27, 2011, 
but family will be celebrating the event in Ga-
lena, Illinois, this weekend—March 11–13, 
2011. 

Mr. and Mrs. Dennis Brinkman were married 
on March 27, 1971, in West Union, Iowa. To-
gether they raised one child, Ann Marie. Den-
nis has farmed near Greene and Charles City, 
Iowa, since 1972. His operation has included 
beef cattle, farrow-to-finish hog production, 
soybeans and corn. Jan, a graduate from the 
University of Northern Iowa, started her career 
as an elementary school teacher. When Ann 
Marie turned two, she began working for 
Greene Limestone Company as a bookkeeper. 

Dennis and Jan currently reside in rural 
Greene, Iowa. Dennis continues to expand his 
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